Stephanie Kost

from: Charles Werling [adt2cw@msn.com]

Sent: Friday, November 21, 2003 8:32 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 21, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive markef for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception eguipment will enable.the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I.will.not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.. .

Sincerealy,
Charles Werling
6499 Burdett R4d.

Wadsworth, OH 44281
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Daniel Loscher [h3rb @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 10:17 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"”
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
. policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
‘reception equipment will enable the 'studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadceast f£lag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other ecuipment. I will not pay more for devices
- that 1limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please dc not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital televiazion. Thank you for your time. '

Sincerely,
Daniel Loscher
3152 Capetown Way

Las Vegas, NV 89128
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Sharon Sobel [sharon @ picturethisvideo.net]

Sent: ‘Thursday, November 20, 2003 2:46 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Tele\nsmn

November 20, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. - As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rightg, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functicnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Sharon Scbel
3171 Colchester Brook Lane

Fairfax, Va 22031
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Mermel [mermel @ psu.edu]

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 12:31 PM
To: KAQuinn

Subject: The Broadcast Flag

Dear Commissioners,

| find your decision to require the broadcast flag recognition in digital devices troubling. | have read some of the reasons
that you have decided to do this: televisicn video will go the way music has gone W|th file sharing, and shows will not be
able to be sold for syndication.

On the first point, | believe that is comparing apples with orariges. File sharing has been blamed for declining CD sales,
but you do not here anything about radio stations complaining that listeners are declining. If the RIAA stood on the street
giving away CD’s | doubt they would have seen a decline in the advent of file sharing. People like seeing the shows as
soon as they are on. For example, last year | missed several episodes of 24 because | had other engagements. | was so
anxious to see it; | would have to wait 6 days until they replayed it on FX or wait 2 days until | could find a good.copy online.

Trust me if | could have watched it when it was first on it would have saved me a lot of anxious waiting. | think it would
have been quite beneficial for FOX to have put a copy on their website that you could.stream. after the original show was
over. They could leave in the commercials (though | suspect you have some rules govemmg online commercial, | think
those ara the rules that should be changed) and | think it would only increase their v1ewer Shlp and commercial revenue. |
do believe this will happen sometime soon, when bandwidth costs decrease.

The only negative thing:l could see would be declining sales of DVD’s of the television shows,.but | do not know how
severe that would be. ‘For example, | have all of the Family Guy episodes on my computer, and | know several other
people who have the same. Yet | am still requesting the DVD's as presents for the holiday ssason because | want to see
the extras. The Family Guy DVD's arzs the highest selling television show DVD's this year and the 4% highest of all time,
yet | would say that Family Guy is one of the most popular shows to be traded online, behind maybe the Simpsons. If the
file sharing hurt DVD sales, then the Family Guy DVD’s would not be selling so welt.

On to your second point, | would like to use the Family Guy exampie again. As | said before, | have all of the Family Guy's
on my computer, but | still watch the Cartoon Network every weeknight at 11:30 to watch Family Guy. The same argument
could be made that DVD sales of old television shows would hurt syndication. But if this were the case, | doubt Cartoon
Network would advertise the Family Guy DVD's on just about every night. They realize that the more DVD sales, the more
exposure, and the more people that are going to watch Cartoon Network each night.

The fault in this argument is a misconception about why most Ametricans watch television. Television is not equitable with
on demand media. This is why people flip channels. They know they want to watch TV they just do not know what they
want to watch on TV. | would argue that most people who watch TV at any given time, own some video or DVD, that if it
were on TV they would waich that instead. Yet people still watch TV rather than popping in that DVD. As much as people
say they do not like commercials, they secretly need them to keep them watching the TV. TV is relaxing and something
you can watch even if you are doing something else. When watching a movie with no commercials, people wont' read the
newspaper or do their homework at the same time. While | do see on demand television becoming more available, | see it
being used for watching specific shows that you missed. | do not see flipping channels going the way of the RIAA's profits
form exploiting musicians. People enjoy flipping channels.

I do not know how long you have been working at the FCC, but 1 think the arguments for the broadcast flag is clearly
analogous to the arguments against the VCR decades ago. It was argued that they would decrease movie sales and
television viewer ship, yet all it has done is increase the amount of people that watch movies through rentals and
purchases, and increase the amount of people that could watch their favorite show even if they were not at home at the
time it was shown.

While | realize that the networks do not have the technelogy as of yet to show their programs on demand, | think that the
sharing of shows online can only help the television networks in producing more awareness, and hence more viewer ship
of their shows. And finally, anything that Jack Valenti praises you on, you should immediately become wary that you have
made an egregious error.

Sincerely,
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Ben Mermelstein
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Stephanie Kost

From: M. G. Christensen [mgchristensen@centurytel.net]

Sent: Sunday, November 16, 2003 10:03 AM

To: Michael Powell; Kathleen Abernathy; Michael Copps; KIMWEB; Commissicner Adelstein
Subject: Preserve fair use rights please

Commissioners,

Please reconsider your November 4, 2003 decision regarding the inclusion of a broadcast
flag in DTV signals. The use of a broadcast flag will give even more power to already
powerful interests. Use of the broadcast flag will also, I believe, lead to the
elimination of my fair use rights such as time shifitng, rights upheld by the courts.

There will always be a tension between various economic interests, with ordinary people
caught in the middle. Please side with ordinary people. Please don't penalize ordinary
people for the sins of the very few. Please reverse your decigion to require use of the
broadcast flag.

Respectfully,

M. G. {Michael) Christensen
paper mail to:

P. O. Box 1049

Clalla, WA 98359
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Stephanie Kost

From: Eamonn Keane [emkeane @mac.com]

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2003 9:52 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 17, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and c¢itizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for ceonsumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'’
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to vetec features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
rthat limit my rights at the behest of Hollywcod. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
Eamonn EKeane
1902 N. 48th Street

Milwaukee, WI 53208
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: syber [syber@atlantic.net]

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 11:15 AM
To: Michael Copps; Commissioner Adelstein
Subject: What's more important

While all five commissioners supported the order, the two Democrats on the five-member panel, Jonathan
Adelstein and Michael Copps, raised some objections.

"The broadcast flag should be about protecting digital content, not about tracking Americans' viewing habits,"
Copps said. "Protecting personal privacy is too important to leave to chance."

While protecting person privacy is important you better look again. Ownership of personal property is equally important.

You have allowed Directv has send 100,000 letters demanding personal "legally owned" property. Smart Card
programmers are legal to own and to use! Courts have ruled on this. You (FCC)continue to permit letters to be mailed
incorrectly telling people they are illegal and allow them to continue to demand the legally owned property Next week I'm
gonnr to send you a letter demanding your car because you may use it in a hit and rur.

So don't talk about upholding personal privacy rights when you stand by and permit the unlawful demand underthreats and
seizure, from a private company, property which people lawfully own. o
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Stephanie Kost

From: Lorenzo Piacenza [piacenzap @ scarab.aces.uiuc.edu)
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 10:50 AM

To: Commissicner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadceast Flag Maridate-for Digital Telewsnon

MNovember 18, 2003

Commissiconer Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolegists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. '

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually ke less likely to make an-
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate. broadcaqt flag
taechnology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Lorenzo Piacenza
4202 Williamson

Mount Vernon, Il 52864
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Nathaniel Wilson {ten_alarm @ msn.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 10:25 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Xathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for thelr customers. Allowing movie studios to wveto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolegists.what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers

like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for. inferior
functionality. :

If the FCC issuesg a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make: an
investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely,
Nathaniel Wilson
1259 South Bonsall Street

Philadelphia, PA 15146
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Benjamin Scott [benscott_fl@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 12:59 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Telewsnon

November 17, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any. FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As. a consumer and citizen, T feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to.veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers

. like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. ’

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an-
investment  in DTVYV-capable receivers and ‘other egquipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadﬂast flag
technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely,
Benijamin Scott
5751 0ld River Rocad

Baker, FL 32531
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Jerome Yaklic [jyaklic@usa.net]

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2003 8:05 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 17, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

" If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would.actually be less likely to make an
investment in-DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more. for devices
that limic my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely,
Jerome Yaklic
329 5. Outer Dr.

Bad Axe, MI 48413
usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Ronald Feinstein [Ronjane @cableone.net]

Sent: Saturday, November 15, 2003 11:11 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 15, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I weould actually be less likely to make an
investment -in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mcre for devices
“that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brcadcast flag
technology for digital telewvision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
RFonald Feinstein
2050 W. Highway 89%A, #296

Cottonwood, AZ 86326
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Roberta Johnson [cytmom @ cox.net]

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2003 11:28 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 14, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television.  As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A.robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
- reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, ‘I would actually.be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not pay more for .devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywecod. Please do not mandate bhreadecast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Roberta Johnson
1538 Indian Summer CT

San Marcos, CA 92069
usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: T.R. Piller [trpiller @frontiernet.net]

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2003 5:36 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein ‘
Subject: ! Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 14, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan 5. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag”
technology for digital television. As a-consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
‘reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it -could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be iess likely te make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and cother equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techniology for digital television. Thank you for your time. . '

Sincerely,
T.R. Piller
506 13th st

Farmington, MN 55024
USA
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Stephanie_l_(_ost

.
From: Carl Szabo [szabo @dis.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 8:01 PM
To: KAQuinn
Subject: ! Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Xathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
- policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for their customers.  Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV~
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me beirg charged more money for inferior
functionality. ‘ :

‘If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lezss likely to make an
investmént in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Carl Szako
1172 Halfmoon Gate

Lake In The Hills, IL 60156
Uusa
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Stephanie Kost

R
From: Steve Ketelsen [sven @ ketelsen.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 7:09 PM
To: Commissioner Adelstein
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 13, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

‘"I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate Lor their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto featurses of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolegists what new preducts they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. '

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my .rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television.. Thank you .for your time. ' ' :

Sincerely,
Steve Ketelsen
3829 Balk Rd.

Fulton, IL 61252
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Michael Ruggiero [mike @ mikeruggiero.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 4:07 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 13, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan 8. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electroniés must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for thelr customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

If the PCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadca t flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Michael Ruggiero
45 sachs road

Nottingham, NH 03290
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Gregory Droege [gdroege @thayerlodging.com}

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 10:43 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 13, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan §. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
44% 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

T am writing to veoice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios te tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. : '

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will .not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital televigion. Thank vou for your time. )

Sincerely,
Gregory LCroege
4451 Sheppard Lane

Ellicott City, MD 21042
UsSA -
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Stephanie Kost

From: Lou Roossien [LRoossien @ yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 10:12 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: 1 Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
‘policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust; competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers®
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV~
reception -equipment will enable the studios to -tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actualliy want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior.
functionality. ’

‘If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less iikely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my righls at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital televigion. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely,
Lou Roossien
254 Kingswood SE

Grand Rapids, MI 49506
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: bradley e [eizner23@hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 11:09 PM
To: Michael Copps

Subject: HDTV Copyright solution

Hello Mr Copps,

im writing to let you know how how negative the results would be if digital broadcast material was flagged. Not only does
that hamper most local digital broadcaster from switching to digital, it will create havoc among the digital communuty, and
hackers will only help guide us through the mess and piss you guys off more (who needs the extra stress?). Our economy
doesnt need this either... people wanting to tape the HD local news on there betamaxes will be out of information. This is
going to suppress infoermation being transitted through public airwaves and leave too much room for corporate advertising
flooding the airwaves. This will drive people away from wanting to deal with the corporate television takeover. Leave it
open to the people and leave out the restiction of replication, we ail cant be there in front of.the TV all the time, | want-to
not feel guilty watching something an hour later.

Please take this to heart.

Bradley Eisner
eizner23 @ hotmail.com
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Stephanie Kost

From: Lem Dermid [ldermid @ mchsi.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:20 PM

To: Michael Copps :
Subject: { Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my oppeosition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception edquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what. new products they
can c¢reate. This will result in preoducts that don't necegsarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could regult in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brecadcast flag
technology for digital televigion. Thank you for your time.

Sincer=ly,
Lem Dermid
1204 Deermouse Way

Hendersonville, NC 28792
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Barry Walter [bwalter@houston.rr.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:00 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: 1 Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Xathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" -
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for thelr customers. : Allowing movie studios to.vete features of DTV-
‘reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect. what consumers
like me actually want, and it .could result in me being charged more money for interior
functionality.

If the FCC issuesg a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. :

Sincerely,
Barry Walter
24014 Merry Oaks Dr.

Spring, TX 77373
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Marlon Gangadeen [imagem @ comcast.net]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 7.06 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
tachnology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new. products they-
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmant. I will not pay more for devices
+hat limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. ?lease do not mandate broadcast flag
technoloagy for digital television. Thank you for your time. :

Sincerely,
Marlon Gangadeen
7331 NW 48th Ccurt

Lauderhill, FL 33319
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: William Howard [relayer1 @frontiernet.net]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 6:37 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of. "broadcast flag"”
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competicive market for consumer electronics must be roocted in manufacturers'
ability te innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it.could result. in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

Tf the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, - I would -actually be less likely ko make an
investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices.
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywocd. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
William Howard
402 Rod And Gun Club Rd

Unadilla, NY 13849
UsSA
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